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Art Unit: 3693 

DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set fortli in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1-12-2009 has 
been entered. 

Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the amendment filed on 11-1 2-2009. 

2. Claims 2, 3, 6, 7, 1 0-1 3, 1 5-1 8, 20, 22-24, 27-29, 31 , 32, 34, 35, 37, 41 , 45, 46, 

50, and 52 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1,4,19, 33, 36, 38-40, 42-44, 47, 49, and 51 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 53-64 are new. 

5. Claims 2, 3, 6-18, 20-33, 34, 35, 37, 41 , 45, 46, 48, 50, and 52-64 are currently 
pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The Information Disclosure Statements filed on 7-27-2009 and 12-15-2009 have 
been considered. An initialed copy of the Form 1449 is enclosed herewith. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments, filed 1 1 -1 2-2009, with respect to the rejections under 35 
use 101 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections under 35 USC 

101 have been withdrawn. 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to rejections under 35 USC 102 and 1 03 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 0. Claims 2, 3, 6-1 8, 20-33, 34, 35, 37, 41 , 45, 46, 48, 50, and 52-62 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Specifically, claims 53 and 60 state in part, "to facilitate the customer 
computing device providing a security device via the connection, to the financial 
institution application to enable the financial institution computing device to process 
payment from the customer account to the merchant account." It is unclear how the 
interface means facilitates providing a security device. For the purpose of this 
examination, the examiner understands that the interface means provides the security 
device via the connection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

12. Claims 2, 3, 6-12, 15-18, 20-28, 31-33, 34, 35, 45, 46, 48, 50, and 52-64 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Langer et al., US Patent 
7,634,445. 

1 3. As per claims 53, 60, 63, and 64: 

Langer teaches: 

• a transaction facilitating computing device including a processor, memory and 
software arranged to generate a payment gateway accessible by the customer 
computing device at a merchant network site generated by the merchant 
computing device (see at least column 2 line 14-44), 
Examiner notes: When the WAP user reviews the shopping cart, column 2 line 37-39, 
the shopping cart Is on the merchant's server at the merchant's network, column 2 line 
16-20. The WAP user may then review the information in the shopping art and decide 
to purchase the items. At this point payment information is sent to the payment 
gateway. Thus, the payment gateway is accessible at the at the merchant network site. 
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• the payment gateway arranged to initiate a payment process for the customer 
computing device to control payment to a merchant account from a customer 
account via a financial institution computing device (see at least column 2 line 
45-60), and 

• an interface means arranged to control the customer computing device to 
connect the customer computing device to a financial Institution application 
provided by the financial institution computing device (see at least column 2 line 
14-60), to facilitate the customer computing device providing a security device via 
the connection, to the financial institution application to enable the financial 
institution computing device to process payment from the customer account to 
the merchant account (see at least column 2 line 45-60), without the security 
device being transmitted via the merchant network site and merchant computer 
(see at least column 1 line 35-37, column 2 line 53-60, and column 3 line 1-3). 

Examiner notes: The security device is the payment confirmation which executes the 
funds transfer from the WAP user to the merchant. 

Examiner further notes: Because of the use of the phrase "to enable" in the claim 
language, the following claim language is considered intended use, thus, is given not 
patentable weight: "to enable the financial institution computing device to process 
payment from the customer account to the merchant account, without the security 
device being transmitted via the merchant network site and merchant computer." 
However, in an attempt to further prosecution of this application, the examiner has 
pointed out sections of Langer that teaches this intended use. 
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14. As per claims 2 and 20 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is arranged to connect the customer computing 
device to the financial institution application in real-time to enable the payment to 
proceed in real time (see at least column 2 line 45-60). 

1 5. As per claims 3 and 21 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is arranged to connect the customer computing 
device to the financial institution application during the on-line product transaction 
to enable the payment to occur during the product transaction (see at least 
column 2 line 45-60). 

Examiner further notes: Because of the use of the phrase "to enable" in the claim 
language, the following claim language is considered intended use, thus, is given not 
patentable weight: "to enable the payment to occur during the product transaction." 

1 6. As per claims 5 and 22 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is arranged to generate confirmation to the 

merchant computing device that payment has occurred, the interface means 
connecting the financial institution computing device to the merchant computing 
device to enable confirmation, (see at least page column 2 line 52-53). 

1 7. As per claims 6 and 23 Langer further teaches: 
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• wherein the interface means is arranged to provide a secure connection between 
the financial institution computing device and the merchant computing device for 
generation of confirmation that payment has occurred (see at least column 1 line 
34-36 and column 2 line 53-60). 

18. As per claims 7 and 24 Langer further teaches: 

• the interface means being arranged to obtain transaction details from the 
merchant network site and provide the transaction details to the financial 
institution application to facilitate payment (see at least column 2 line 37-60). 

1 9. As per claims 8 and 25 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the transaction details include the payment amount (see at least column 
2 line 27-35). 

20. As per claims 9 and 26 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the transaction details include a merchant account identifier (see at least 
column 2 line 31, dealer ID). 

21 . As per claims 10 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the financial institution application is a known pre-existing financial 
institution application (see at least column 2 line 55-57). 
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22. As per claims 1 1 and 27 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the security device is provided by the customer entering the security 
device via the customer computing system (see at least column 2 line 42-44, the 
PIN). 

23. As per claims 12 and 28 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the security device is stored in a storage location accessible via the 
customer computing device, and the interface means is arranged to obtain the 
security device from the storage location via the customer computing device (see 
at least column 1 line 58-60, the MSISDN). 

24. As per claims 15 and 31 Langer further teaches: 

• further including a database arranged to store transaction details of transactions 
(see at least column 2 line 45-60). 

25. As per claims 16 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the database is arranged to be accessible by the merchant computing 
device to enable a merchant to obtain details of transactions that they are 
associated with (see at least column 2 line 16-20). 



26. 



As per claims 17 Langer further teaches: 
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• wherein the database is arranged to be accessible by customer computing 
devices to enable customers to obtain details of transactions that they are 
associated with (see at least column 2 line 19-20). 



27. As per claims 18 and 32 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is an agent application (see at least column 2 line 
53-56). 



28. As per claims 34, 35, and 45 Langer further teaches: 

• An operating system that has a computer readable medium that provides a 
computer program instructions to a computer to perform the method steps 
described (see at least column 1 line 50 to column 2 line 11). 



29. As per claims 46, 48, 50 and 52 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the financial institution application is an internet banking application (see 
at least column 2 line 45-60, the bank network) 

• wherein the connection is implemented to connect the financial institution 
application to the customer computing system (see at least column 2 line 45-60). 



30. 



As per claim 54 Langer further teaches: 
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• wherein the interface means is arranged to automatically navigate the financial 
institution application to enter the transaction details (see at least column 2 line 
53-60). 



31 . As per claim 55 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is arranged to automatically navigate the merchant 
network site and obtain data from the merchant network site to obtain the 
transaction details (see at least column 2 line 27-60). 



32. As per claim 56 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the interface means is arranged to store the transaction details in the 
database (see at least column 2 line 27-44). 



33. As per claim 57 Langer further teaches: 

• wherein the transaction facilitating computing device is arranged to download the 
agent application (the transaction details) on initiation of the payment process 
(see at least column 2 line 27-44). 



34. As per claim 58 Langer further teaches: 

• the system further comprising the financial institution application and financial 
institution computing device (see at least column 2 line 55-60). 
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35. As per claim 59 Langer further teaches: 

• further comprising the customer computing device (see at least column 50-52). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

36. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

37. Claims 13, 14, 29, 30, 37, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Langer et al., US Patent 7,634,445. 

38. As per claims 13 and 29: 

Langer teaches claims 36 and 40. He does not teach encrypting and decrypting a 
security device. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well 
known in the finance arts wherein the security device is stored in encrypted form, and 
wherein the interface means is arranged to decrypt the encrypted security means. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use encryption with the storage device to add an extra layer of security to the 
transaction. 



39. 



As per claims 14 and 30: 
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Langer teaches claims 36 and 40. He does not teach encrypting and decrypting a 
security device. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well 
known in the finance arts for the system including storage means for storing decryption 
keys for decrypting encrypted security means. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a storage means for the 
decryption keys with motivation to provide a easier way to record and enter when 
needed the often lengthy and complicated decryption key. This is easier and faster than 
a user manually entering the decryption key each time decryption occurs. 

40. As per claims 37 and 41 : 

Langer teaches claims 36 and 40. He does not teach that the communications are in 
the form of e-mails. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well 

known in the finance arts to make communications in the form of e-mail messages. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
communicate through e-mail messages to quickly communicate between parties. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuan Iran whose telephone number is 571-270-1832. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Thuan Iran 
Patent Examiner 
1-27-2010 



/Stefanos Karmis/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3693 



